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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
MOSKOWITZ et al, US Patent No. 5,889,868 in view of MAUNEY et al, US Patent No. 
5214,757. 

3. Consider claim 1 . MOSKOWITZ et al suggests digitally weatermarking image 
data to include imagery characteristics corresponding to a/the image data (abstract, 
lines 1-8 and column 2, lines 25-34), the image data acquired by an aerial platform 
(column 6, lines 9-45), however, does not expressly teach a method of compiling aerial 
imagery and generating a map therefrom; correlating the image data based on the 
imagery characteristics; and generating a map from the correlated image data. 
MAUNEY et al suggests a method of compiling aerial imagery and generating a map 
therefrom (figure 1, abstract, lines 1-11); correlating the image data based on the 
imagery characteristics (figure 1 , abstract, lines 1-11); and generating a map from the 
correlated image data (figure 1, abstract, lines 1-11). It would have been obvious to a 
skilled artisan at the time of the invention to utilize the interactive mapping system, 
including GPS (satellite) and GIS (database) systems of MAUNEY et al with the 

"... implementations of digital watermarks that are optimally suited to a particular 
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transmission, distribution and storage mediums given the nature of digitally-sampled 
audio, video, and other multimedia works" (column 2, lines 25-34) of MOSKOWITZ et al 
because both inventions share similar technological areas relating to receiving, storing, 
implementing and modifying digitized signals from similar storage/database systems. 

4. Consider claim 2. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 , 
however, MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach or suggest the method according 
to claim 1, wherein the imagery characteristics comprise at least one of scale, rotation, 
altitude, attitude, resolution, time, imaging device type, azimuth and skew. MAUNEY et 
al suggests the method according to claim 1 of the underlined limitations , wherein the 
imagery characteristics comprise at least one of scale, rotation, altitude, attitude , 
resolution, time, imaging device type, azimuth and skew (column 2, lines 23-34). 

5. Consider claim 3. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified MOSKOWITZ et al suggests 
the following said digital watermarking step comprises embedding a watermark in each 
of the plurality of patches/locations (abstract, lines 1-8, column 2, lines 31-34, 58-61 and 
column 5, line 59 -column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to column 8, line 2), however, 
does not expressly teach limitations for claim 3. MAUNEY et al suggests the method 
according to claim 1 , further comprising the steps of segmenting the image data into a 
plurality of patches/locations (figure 1, abstract, lines 1-11, and column 1, lines 8-16), 
and wherein, the watermark including imagery characteristics for its respective patch 
(figure 1, abstract, lines 1-11, and column 1, lines 8-16). 

7. Consider claim 4. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 4. MAUNEY et al 
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suggests the method according to claim 3, wherein said correlating step comprises 
adjusting image characteristics for at least one of the plurality of patches so that at least 
two adjacently positioned patches have similar imagery characteristics (figure 1, and 
abstract, lines 1-11, and column 1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58). 

8. Consider claim 5. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 5. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 3, wherein said generating step comprises the 
step of quilting the plurality of patches together to generate the map (figure 1, and 
abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58). 

9. Consider claim 6. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 6. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 1 , wherein the aerial platform comprises at 
least one of the following underlined limitations of satellite , airplane, space shuttle, and 
unmanned aircraft (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16). 

1 0. Consider claim 7. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al suggests the means of watermarking methods preserving quality of 
underlying signals to identify and highlight advantageous locations/patches for the 
insertion of digital watermark (column 2, lines 58-61 ), wherein the at least one 
watermark includes an index (abstract, lines 1-4, column 4, lines 18-32 and 32-48), 
however, does not expressly teach a method of managing aerial imagery; storing in a 
database a plurality of data records corresponding to a range of watermark indexes, 
wherein the data records comprise imagery characteristics. MAUNEY et al suggests 



• # 
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teach a method of managing aerial imagery (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 

1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58); storing in a database a plurality of data records 
corresponding to a range of watermark indexes (figure 1 , and abstract, lines 1-11, 
column 1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58), wherein the data records comprise 
imagery characteristics (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 
3, lines 50-58). It would have been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time of the 
invention to utilize the interactive mapping system, including GPS (satellite) and GIS 
(database) systems of MAUNEY et al with the "... implementations of digital watermarks 
that are optimally suited to a particular transmission, distribution and storage mediums 
given the nature of digitally-sampled audio, video, and other multimedia works" (column 

2, lines 25-34) of MOSKOWITZ et al because both inventions share similar 
technological areas relating to receiving, storing, implementing and modifying digitized 
signals from similar storage/database systems. 

1 1 . Consider claim 8. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 8. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 7, wherein said imagery characteristics 
comprise at least one of the following underlined limitation of scale, rotation, altitude- 
attitude , resolution, time, imaging device type, and skew (column 4, lines 25-38). 

12. Consider claim 9. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al suggests the steps of steganographically encoding data in the form 
of a digital watermark in each of a plurality of patches/locations (abstract, lines 1-8, 
column 2, lines 25-34, column 4, lines 18-47, column 5, line 59 to column 6, line 8 and 
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column 7, line 29 to column 8, line 2), said encoded data including a location indicator 
(column 5, lines 59-66), however, does not expressly teach the a method of generating 
a map comprising; and piecing together the plurality of image patches based at least in 
part on the location indicator. MAUNEY et al suggests the a method of generating a 
map comprising; and piecing together the plurality of image patches based at least in 
part on the location indicator (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, 
column 3, lines 50-58). . 

1 3. Consider claim 1 0. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 9. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 9, wherein the location indicator identifies the 
geo-coordi nates of the patch (figure 1 , and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1 , lines 8-16, 
column 3, lines 50-58 and column 4, lines 25-38). 

1 4. Consider claim 1 1 . MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 10. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 10, wherein the location indicator identifies the 
geo-coordinates for each corner of the respective patch (figure 1 , and abstract, lines 1 - 
11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58). 

15. Consider claim 12. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 9. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 9, wherein the location indicator identifies a 
respective patch location relative to the map (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 
1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58). 
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1 6. Consider claim 1 3. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 9. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 9, wherein the location indicator identifies the 
respective patch location relative to at least one adjacent patch (figure 1, and abstract, 
lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58). 

17. Consider claim 14. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 9. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 9, wherein the location indicator comprises an 
index (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58), 
and said method further comprises the step of indexing a database with the index to 
retrieve location information (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, 
column 3, lines 50-58). 

1 8. Consider claim 1 5. MOSKOWITZ et al suggests a method of correlating imagery 
data generated under a plurality of different conditions (abstract, lines 1-8 and column 2, 
lines 25-34), said method comprising the step of: embedding imagery characteristics in 
the imagery data (column 5, line 59 to column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to column 
8, line 2), however, does not expressly teach modifying the imagery data based on the 
embedded imagery characteristics so as to standardize at least some of the imagery 
data. MAUNEY et al suggests modifying the imagery data based on the embedded 
imagery characteristics so as to standardize at least some of the imagery data (figure 1, 
and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58). It would have 
been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time of the invention to utilize the interactive 
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mapping system, including GPS (satellite) and GIS (database) systems of MAUNEY et 
al with the "...implementations of digital watermarks that are optimally suited to a 
particular transmission, distribution and storage mediums given the nature of digitally- 
sampled audio, video, and other multimedia works" (column 2, lines 25-34) of 
MOSKOWITZ et al because both inventions share similar technological areas relating to 
receiving, storing, implementing and modifying digitized signals from similar 
storage/database systems. 

19. Consider claim 16. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 15. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 16. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 15, wherein said conditions comprise at least 
one of aerial platforms, altitude, time, cloud cover, resolution and scale (figure 1, 
abstract, lines 1-11, column 2, lines 7-22, and column 4, lines25-38). 

20. Consider claim 17. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 15. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 17. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 15, wherein said imagery characteristics 
comprise at least one of the following underlined limitations of scale, rotation, altitude, 
attitude , resolution, time, imaging device type, and skew (column 4, lines 25-38). 

21 . Consider claim 1 8. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 1 5. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 18. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 15, wherein said imagery characteristics 
comprise an index which is used to identify at least one of the following underlined 



Application/Control Number: 10/002,954 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2676 

limitations of scale, rotation, altitude, attitude , resolution, time, imaging device type, and 
skew (column 4, lines 25-38). 

22. Consider claim 19. MOSKOWITZ et al suggests a data structure stored on a 
computer readable medium, the data structure comprising an aerial image including an 
embedded watermark, however, does not expressly teach utilization of a geographic 
locator. MAUNEY et al suggests utilization of a geographic locator (column 4, lines 25- 
38). It would have been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time of the invention to utilize 
the interactive mapping system, including GPS (satellite) and GIS (database) systems 
of MAUNEY et al with the "...implementations of digital watermarks that are optimally 
suited to a particular transmission, distribution and storage mediums given the nature of 
digitally-sampled audio, video, and other multimedia works" (column 2, lines 25-34) of 
MOSKOWITZ et al because both inventions share similar technological areas relating to 
receiving, storing, implementing and modifying digitized signals from similar 
storage/database systems. 

23. Consider claim 20. MOSKOWITZ et al suggests embedded data in the form of a 
digital watermark (abstract, lines 1-8, column 4, lines 18-47, column 5, line 59 to 
column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to column 8, line 2), said digital watermark 
including imagery characteristics, however, does not expressly teach a data structure 
stored on a computer readable medium, nor the data structure comprising an aerial 
image. MAUNEY et al suggests a data structure stored on a computer readable medium 
(figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 3, lines 50-58), the data 
structure comprising an aerial image (figure 1 , and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1 , lines 
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8-16, column 3, lines 50-58). It would have been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time 
of the invention to utilize the interactive mapping system, including GPS (satellite) and 
GIS (database) systems of MAUNEY et al with the "... implementations of digital 
watermarks that are optimally suited to a particular transmission, distribution and 
storage mediums given the nature of digitally-sampled audio, video, and other 
multimedia works" (column 2, lines 25-34) of MOSKOWITZ et al because both 
inventions share similar technological areas relating to receiving, storing, implementing 
and modifying digitized signals from similar storage/database systems. 

24. Consider claim 21 . MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 20. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 21 . MAUNEY et al 
suggests the data structure according to claim 20, wherein said imagery characteristics 
comprise an index which is used to identify at least one of the following underlined 
limitations of scale, rotation, altitude, attitude , resolution, time, imaging device type, and 
skew (column 4, lines 25-38). 

25. Consider claim 22. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 20. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 22. MAUNEY et al 
suggests The data structure according to claim 20, wherein said imagery characteristics 
comprise at least one of the following underlined limitations of scale, rotation, altitude, 
attitude , resolution, time, imaging device type, and skew (column 4, lines 25-38). 

26. Consider claim 23. MOSKOWITZ et al suggests the means of digitally 
watermarking inserted locations (abstract, lines 1-8, column 4, lines 18-47, column 5, 
line 59 to column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to column 8, line 2), however, does not 
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expressly teach a method of marking a photograph comprising the steps of: obtaining 
geovector information corresponding to a location depicted in the photograph; and 
geovector information in the photograph. MAUNEY et al suggests a method of marking 
a photograph comprising the steps of: obtaining geovector information. It would have 
been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time of the invention to utilize the interactive 
mapping system, including GPS (satellite) and GIS (database) systems of MAUNEY et 
al with the "... implementations of digital watermarks that are optimally suited to a 
particular transmission, distribution and storage mediums given the nature of digitally- 
sampled audio, video, and other multimedia works" (column 2, lines 25-34) of 
MOSKOWITZ et al because both inventions share similar technological areas relating to 
receiving, storing, implementing and modifying digitized signals from similar 
storage/database systems. 

27. Consider claim 24. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 23. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 24. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 23, wherein geovector information comprises at 
least longitude and latitude coordinates (column 4, lines 25-38). 

28. Consider claim 25. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 23. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 24. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 25, wherein said geovector information further 
comprises at least height, time, cardinal direction, and azimuth (column 4, lines 25-38). 

29. Consider claim 26. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 23. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 26. MAUNEY et al 
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suggests the method according to claim 23, wherein the geovector information 
comprises a pointer (column 6, line 34 to column 7, line 3 and column 8, line 40 to 
column 9, line 12). 

30. Consider claim 27. . MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 
23. MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 26. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 26, further comprising the steps of storing 
geovector information in a database (figure 1 , abstract, lines 1-1 1) and accessing the 
geovector information via the pointer (column 6, line 34 to column 7, line 3 and column 
8, line 40 to column 9, line 12). 

31 . Consider claim 28. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 23. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 28. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 23, wherein the geovector information is 
obtained from a GPS receiver (figure 1, abstract, lines 1-11). 

32. Consider claim 29. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 23. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 26. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 23, wherein the geovector information is 
obtained after the photograph is taken (figure 1 , and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, 
lines 8-16, column 2, lines 7-22, column 3, lines 50-58). 

33. Consider claim 30. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 23. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 30. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 23, further comprising the step of accessing a 
database to obtain information regarding the area depicted in the photograph (figure 1, 
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and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 2, lines 7-22, column 3, lines 50- 
58). 

34. Consider claim 31 . MOSKOWITZ et al disclose digitally watermarking location 
information in an object, however, does not expressly teach linking the information to at 
least one data record. MAUNEY et al suggests teach linking the information to at least 
one data record (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 2, lines 
7-22, column 3, lines 50-58). It would have been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time 
of the invention to utilize the interactive mapping system, including GPS (satellite) and 
GIS (database) systems of MAUNEY et al with the "... implementations of digital 
watermarks that are optimally suited to a particular transmission, distribution and 
storage mediums given the nature of digitally-sampled audio, video, and other 
multimedia works" (column 2, lines 25-34) of MOSKOWITZ et al because both 
inventions share similar technological areas relating to receiving, storing, implementing 
and modifying digitized signals from similar storage/database systems. 

35. Consider claim 32. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 31 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 32. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 31, wherein the location information comprises 
at least longitude and latitude (figure 1, abstract, lines 1-11, column 4, lines 25-38). 

36. Consider claim 33. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 32. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 33. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 32, wherein the object comprises at least one 
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of the following underlined limitations a document, bracelet, collar, ID document, tag, 
map, photograph , stationary, and envelop column 2, lines 7-22). 

37. Consider claim 34. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 31 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 34. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 31 , wherein the location information comprises 
a geovector including information relating to at least one of the following underlined 
limitations longitude, latitude , time, azimuth, cardinal direction, height and sensory 
characteristics (figure 1 and column 4, lines 25-38). 

38. Consider claim 35. MOSKOWITZ et al suggests an article of manufacture 
comprising steganographically embedded data in the form of a digital watermark, 
however, does not expressly teach that the watermark comprising location information, 
MAUNEY et al suggests location information (figure 1, abstract, lines 1-11, column 4, 
lines 25-38). 

39. Consider claim 36. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 31 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 36. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 35, wherein the location information comprises 
a geovector comprising at least longitude and latitude information (figure 1 , and 
abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 2, lines 7-22, column 3, lines 50-58). 

40. Consider claim 37. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 36. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 37. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 37, wherein the geovector further comprises 
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information corresponding to time, azimuth, cardinal direction, and height (figure 1 , and 
abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 2, lines 7-22, column 3, lines 50-58). 

41 . Consider claim 38. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 37. 
MOSKOWITZ et al does not expressly teach limitations for claim 38. MAUNEY et al 
suggests the method according to claim 37, wherein the geovector further comprises 
information corresponding to sensor geometry (figure 1 , and abstract, lines 1-11, 
column 1, lines 8-16, column 2, lines 7-22, column 3, lines 50-58). 

42. Consider claim 39. MOSKOWITZ et al suggests a method of notarizing a 
document, and the means of embedding the geovector in the document in the form of a 
digital watermark, however, does not expressly teach the steps of obtaining a geovector 
and, the geovector comprising date and location information. MAUNEY et al suggests 
the steps of obtaining a geovector (figure 1 , abstract, lines 1-1 1 and column 1 , lines 8- 
16) and, the geovector comprising date and location information (figure 1 and column 4, 
lines 25-38). It would have been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time of the invention 
to utilize the interactive mapping system, including GPS (satellite) and GIS (database) 
systems of MAUNEY et al with the "...implementations of digital watermarks that are 
optimally suited to a particular transmission, distribution and storage mediums given the 
nature of digitally-sampled audio, video, and other multimedia works" (column 2, lines 
25-34) of MOSKOWITZ et al because both inventions share similar technological areas 
relating to receiving, storing, implementing and modifying digitized signals from similar 
storage/database systems. 



Application/Control Number: 10/002,954 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2676 

43. Consider claim 40. MOSKOWITZ et al suggests the means of insertion of digital 
watermarking in highly advantageous locations, however, does not expressly teach 
method of making a map comprising the steps of: obtaining first geovector information 
corresponding to at least a first region to be depicted by the map; and digitally 
watermarking the first geovector information in the map. MAUNEY et al suggests a 
method of making a map (figure 1 , abstract, lines 1-11) comprising the steps of: 
obtaining first geovector information corresponding to at least a first region to be 
depicted by the map (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 2, 
lines 7-22, column 3, lines 50-58); and digitally watermarking the first geovector 
information in the map (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 
2, lines 7-22, column 3, lines 50-58). It would have been obvious to a skilled artisan at 
the time of the invention to utilize the interactive mapping system, including GPS 
(satellite) and GIS (database) systems of MAUNEY et al with the "...implementations of 
digital watermarks that are optimally suited to a particular transmission, distribution and 
storage mediums given the nature of digitally-sampled audio, video, and other 
multimedia works" (column 2, lines 25-34) of MOSKOWITZ et al because both 
inventions share similar technological areas relating to receiving, storing, implementing 
and modifying digitized signals from similar storage/database systems. 

44. Consider claim 41 . MOSKOWITZ et al suggests the method according to claim 
40, wherein said watermarking step comprises embedding the first geovector 
information only in the first region (abstract, lines 1-8, column 4, lines 17-49, column n5, 
line 59 to column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to column 8, line 2). 
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45. Consider claim 42. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 41 . 
MOSKOWITZ et al suggests the method according to claim 41, further comprising 
obtaining second geovector information corresponding to at least a second region to be 
depicted by the map (abstract, lines 1-8, column 4, lines 17-49, column n5, line 59 to 
column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to column 8, line 2). And digitally watermarking 
the second geovector information in the map (abstract, lines 1-8, column 4, lines 17-49, 
column n5, line 59 to column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to column 8, line 2). 

46. Consider claim 43. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations of claim 42. 
MOSKOWITZ et al suggests the method according to claim 42, wherein said the second 
geovector information is only embedded in the second region (abstract, lines 1-8, 
column 4, lines 17-49, column n5, line 59 to column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to 
column 8, line 2). 

47. Consider claim 44. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified does not expressly teach the 
limitations of claim 44. MAUNEY et al suggests that the method according to claim 40, 
wherein the first region comprises at least one of a fire hydrant, tree, road, building, 
lake, stream, forest, manhole, water line, gas line, power line, park, property line, fence, 
boarder, depot, geographical area, stadium, hospital, school, church, store and airport 
(figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 2, lines 7-22, column 3, 
lines 50-58). 

48. Consider claim 45. MOSKOWITZ et al as modified meet limitations for claim 40. 
MOSKOWITZ et al suggests the method according to claim 40, wherein said 
watermarking step comprises digitally watermarking means (abstract, lines 1-8, column 
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4, lines 17-49, column n5, line 59 to column 6, line 8 and column 7, line 29 to column 8, 
line 2), however, does not expressly teach the first geovector information redundantly 
throughout the map. MAUNEY et al suggests the first geovector information redundantly 
throughout the map (figure 1, and abstract, lines 1-11, column 1, lines 8-16, column 2, 
lines 7-22, column 3, lines 50-58). 



49. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. WONG, Ping Wah, EPO 953938A2; BHASKARAN, EPO 
947953A2; RHOADS, US Patent No. 6,122,403; MURPHY et al, US Patent No. 
6,282,362; LEIGHTON, US Patent No. 5,664,018; NATARJAN, WO 99/17537; 
NARYANASWAMI et al, US Patent no. 6,504,571; and MINTZER et al, US Patent No. 
5,875,249. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANTHONY J BLACKMAN whose telephone number is 
703-305-0833. The examiner canthermally be reached on FLEX SCHEDULE. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MATTHEW BELLA can be reached on 703-308-6829. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
872-9314 for regular communications and 703-746-5731 for After Final 
communications. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 



3900. 




ANTHONY J BLACKMAN 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2676 



January 25, 2003 

MATTHEW C. BELLA 
SUPHMS^ WpUT EXAMINER 
TECHfeutOe CENTER 2600 



